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I. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The real party in interest in the present appeal is Robert Bosch GmbH of Stuttgart, 
Germany. Robert Bosch GmbH is the assignee of the entire right, title, and interest in the present 
application. 

II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

No appeal or interference which will directly affect, or be directly affected by, or 
have a bearing on, the Board's decision in the pending appeal is known to exist to the undersigned 
attorney or is believed by the undersigned attorney to be known to exist to Applicants. 

III. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 15 and 18 to 42 are pending in this application. Claims 15, 18-29 and 32- 
36 have been allowed in the December 15, 2005 Office Action. Claims 30, 31, and 37-42 are 
being appealed. Claims 1 to 14 were canceled and claims 15 to 29 were presented in the 
Preliminary Amendment dated April 1, 2002. Claims 30 and 31 were added in the Amendment 
dated October 3, 2003. Claims 16 and 17 were canceled in the Amendment dated February 25, 
2004. Claims 32 to 36 were added in the Amendment dated August 26, 2004. Claims 37 to 42 
were added in the Amendment dated May 5, 2005. 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

No amendment has been made subsequent to the final Office Action mailed on 

June 14, 2006. 

V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

With respect to claim 30, the present invention provides a method for transmitting 
messages between at least two main stations (Fig. 2, element 1, 2, 3) and a terminal (50 via a 
telecommunications network (10), the method including providing a matching device (15) 
between the at least two main stations (1, 2, 3) and the terminal (5); and controlling a message 
exchange using the matching device (15), the message exchange being controlled in dependence 
upon at least one request fi-om one of the at least two main stations (1,2, 3). (Fig. 2; Substitute 
Specification, p. 8, 1. 5 to p. 10, 1. 32). 

With respect to claim 31, the present invention provides a matching device (15) for 
transmitting messages between at least two main stations (1, 2, 3) and a terminal (5) via a 
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telecommunications network (10), the matching device including at least one interface (11, 12 13) 
to at least one of the at least two main stations (1, 2, 3); an interface (20) to the terminal (5); a 
storage device (25) configured to store at least one request from at least one of the at least two 
main stations (1, 2, 3) for controlling a message exchange between the at least two main stations 
(1, 2, 3) and the terminal (5); and a control unit (30) configured to control the message exchange 
as a function of the at least one request. (Fig. 2; Substitute Specification, p. 8, 1. 5 to p. 10, 1. 32). 

With respect to claim 37, the present invention provides a method for transmitting 
messages between different main stations (1, 2, 3) and at least one terminal (5) via a 
telecommunications network (10), the different main stations (1, 2, 3) offering different services, 
the method including controlling an exchange of messages by a matching device (15) between the 
different main stations (1 , 2, 3) and the terminal (5) as a function of at least one request of the 
terminal (5); and matching by the matching device (15) in the direction of transmission from the 
different main stations (1, 2, 3) to the terminal the different services to a uniform service 
according to the at least one request of the terminal (5). (Fig. 2; Substitute Specification, p. 8, 1. 5 
top. 10, 1. 32). 

With respect to claim 38, the present invention provides a method for transmitting 
messages between different main stations (1, 2, 3) and at least one terminal (5) via a 
telecommimications network (10), the different main stations (1, 2, 3) offering different services, 
the method including controlling an exchange of messages by a matching device (15) between the 
different main stations (1 , 2, 3) and the terminal as a function of at least one request of the 
terminal (5); and matching by the matching device (15) in the direction of transmission from the 
different main stations (1, 2, 3) to the terminal (5) the different services to a uniform transmission 
mode according to the at least one request of the terminal (5). (Fig. 2; Substitute Specification, 
p. 8, 1.5 to p. 10, 1. 32). 

With respect to claim 39, the present invention provides a method for transmitting 
messages between at least one main station (1, 2, 3) and at least one terminal (5) via a 
telecommunications network (10), the method including controlling an exchange of messages by 
a matching device (15) between the at least one main station (1, 2, 3) and the terminal (5) as a 
function of at least one request of the at least one main station (1,2, 3); and matching by the 
matching device (15) at least one property for the transmission of the message to the at least one 
request of the at least one main station (1,2, 3), wherein the at least one property for the 
transmission of the message includes at least one of a data type, a data format, and a transmission 
mode. (Fig. 2; Substitute Specification, p. 8, 1. 5 to p. 10, 1. 32). 
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With respect to claim 40, the present invention provides a telecommunications 
network (10), which includes a plurality of different main stations (1, 2, 3) to offer different 
services; a terminal (5); and a matching device (15) arranged between the different main stations 
(1, 2, 3) and the terminal (5) to control an exchange of messages between the main stations (1,2, 
3) and the terminal (5) as a function of at least one request of the terminal (5), the matching 
device (15) in a direction of transmission from the different main stations to the terminal matches 
the different services to a uniform service according to the at least one request of the terminal (5). 
(Fig. 2; Substitute Specification, p. 8, 1. 5 to p. 10, 1. 32). 

With respect to claim 41, the present invention provides a telecommunications 
network (10), which includes a plurality of different main stations (1, 2, 3) to offer different 
services; a terminal (5); and a matching device (15) arranged between the different main stations 
(1, 2, 3) and the terminal (5) to control an exchange of messages between the different main 
stations (1, 2, 3) and the terminal (5) as a function of at least one request of the terminal (5), the 
matching device (15) in the direction of transmission from the different main stations (1, 2, 3) to 
the terminal (5) matches the different services to a uniform transmission mode according to the at 
least one request of the terminal (5). (Fig. 2; Substitute Specification, p. 8, 1. 5 to p. 10, 1. 32). 

With respect to claim 42, the present invention provides a telecommunications 
network (10), which includes at least one main station (1, 2, 3); a terminal (5); and a matching 
device (15) arranged between the at least one main station (1, 2, 3) and the terminal (5) to control 
an exchange of messages between the at least one main station (1, 2, 3) and the terminal (5) as a 
function of at least one request of the at least one main station (1,2, 3), the matching device (15) 
matches at least one property for a transmission of the message to the at least one request of the at 
least one main station (1, 2, 3), wherein the at least one property for the transmission of the 
message includes at least one of a data type, a data format, and a transmission mode. (Fig. 2; 
Substitute Specification, p. 8, 1. 5 to p. 10, 1. 32). 

VI. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

The following groimds of rejection are presented for review on appeal in this case: 

(A) Whether claims 39 and 42 are anticipated under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) by U.S. 
Patent No. 6,473,609 ("Scliwartz"). 

(B) Whether claims 30 and 31 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over 
Schwartz in view of U.S. Patent No.6,088,594 ("Kingdon"). 
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(C) Whether claims 37, 38, 40 and 41 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
over Schwartz in view of Kingdon. 

VII. ARGUMENTS 

A. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 39 AND 42 

Claims 39 and 42 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 6,473,609 (" Schwartz "). 

Claim 39 relates to a method for transmitting messages between at least one main 
station and at least one terminal via a telecommunications network, the exchange of messases 
heins controlled by a matching device between the at least one main station and the terminal as a 
function of at least one request of the at least one main station , the matching device matching at 
least one property for the transmission of the message, in particular the data type, the data format 
or the transmission mode, to the at least one request of the at least one main station. 

Similarly, claim 42 relates to a telecommunications network, which includes at 
least one main station, a terminal, and a matching device arranged between the at least one main 
station and the terminal to control an exchange of messages between the at least one main 
station and the terminal as a function of at least one request of the at least one main station ^ the 
matching device matches at least one property for a transmission of the message to the at least one 
request of the at least one main station, wherein the at least one property for the transmission of 
the message includes at least one of a data type, a data format, and a transmission mode. 

Schwartz , by contrast, refers to a mobile unit that is connected to a link server via a 
radio communication network, and to service providers that are connected to the link server via a 
fixed network developed as Internet. Here, the link server hgis the task of carrying out a format 
transformation of the signals received by the Litemet (e.g., HTML) into signals which are able to 
be transmitted via the radio communications network to the mobile station and displayed there 
(e.g., screen description data (SDD)). In the format transformation, the link server must observe 
requests of the mobile unit with respect to type and size of the display device of the mobile unit. 
Hence, the request is transmitted by the mobile unit to the link server. (See col. 1 1 , lines 1 8 to 
33). 

According to the subject matter of claims 39 and 42, by contrast, the message 
exchange is controlled by the matching device as a function of at least one request of the at least 
one main station, which means that, according to the subject matter of claims 39 and 42, the 
request for the control of the messase exchanse of the matchins device is made on the part of 
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the at least one main station^ and not on the part of the terminaL as taught by Schwartz , hideed, 
Schwartz does not disclose or suggest that the format transformation (e.g., HTML into SDD) is 
also implemented as a function of the request of a service provider or a network server, and thus, 
a main station. Therefore, Schwartz fails to identically disclose (or even suggest) the features of 
claims 39 and 42 with respect to a matching device having a control unit that controls the 
message exchange between at least one main station and a terminal as a function of at least one 
request from the at least one main station. Moreover, Schwartz fails to identically disclose (or 
even suggest) the features of claims 39 and 42 with respect to matching at least one property for 
the transmission to the at least one request of the at least one main station. 

The Final Office Action asserts on page 2 that Applicants' arguments filed 3/20/06 
with respect to claims 39 and 42 were not persuasive. However, page 2 of the Final Office 
Action, which is entitled "Response to Arguments," provides no further explanation as to why the 
Examiner believes that the asserted prior art reference(s) discloses the features of claims 39 and 
42 with respect to a request that originates from at least one main station . Indeed, page 2 of the 
Final Office Action is silent with respect to these claimed features. Moreover, the remarks on 
pages 3 to 4 of the Final Office Action seem to be directed to features not recited in claims 39 and 
42. In particular, pages 3 to 4 of the Final Office Action refer to a request from the user of the 
terminal, rather than fi-om a main station, as required in claims 39 and 42. (See, for example, 
page 3 of the Final Office Action, which states that "Schwartz discusses based on request for 
communication and the inputs from the user of the terminal, i.e., the inputs sent to the link server 
as a URL and device characteristics, the link server retrieves a specified type of data firom the 
network server . . ."(emphasis added)). 

The Advisory Action refers to Figures 9A and 9B, as well as column 18, line 12 to 
column 19 line 17, of Schwartz as disclosing the features of claims 39 and 42 regarding a message 
exchange between the at least one main station and the terminal being controlled by the matching 
device as a function of at least one request of the at least one main station . In the portions of 
Schwartz cited by the Examiner, however, the important point is how messages firom the Internet 
are processed by the link server and passed on to the terminal, the corresponding design layout of 
which is shown in Figure 3 A of Schwartz . In this context, there are two different message types 
which are able to be received in link server 300 fi-om Intemet 304, namely, so-called 
"notifications" and so-called mark-up language (ML) files. The notifications show the arrival of 
an electronic mail or the satisfaction of certain requirements on a network server of the Intemet, 
for instance, the sale of shares at a limited price. The notifications record a device identification 
which identifies the mobile terminal, a notification type that causes the mobile terminal to beep, 
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vibrate or display a visual mark on the display, a notification title, a time during which the 
notification should be delivered to the terminal and a URL, via which the user can respond to the 
notification. The notifications are stored in a list in the link server if they cannot be sent 
immediately to the terminal. In the case of the ML files, these are processed by a message 
processor in the link server at program point 938. This includes the storage and the analysis of 
the corresponding ML files, in order to generate an internal data structure which is required in 
order to generate SDD files. In particular, at program points 940 and 942, all URL's in the 
received ML files are replaced by corresponding address identifiers. At program point 944, the 
message processor of the link server converts the processed ML files to SDD files, correspondins 
to the information about the properties of the mobile terminaL in order to make possible a 
correct display of the SDD files at the mobile terminal. 

Consequently, only in col. 19, lines 9 to 13 of Schwartz is there any discussion of a 
request for control of the message exchange by the matching device between a main station and a 
terminal in the form of the information concerning the properties of the mobile terminaL These 
requests thus originate with the mobile terminaL and not with the main station, and thus the 
parts of Schwartz cited by the Examiner are consistent with Appellants' arguments presented 
herein. Indeed, at no place in Schwatz is one able to infer that a server or a main station of the 
Internet directs a request to link server 300, let alone a request for control of the message 
exchange between the main office and the terminal. With regard to the main office or the network 
server of the Internet, one can only infer fi-om portions of Schwartz cited by the Examiner that this 
network server can send two different types of messages to the link server, both message types 
being provided, however, for passing on, possibly after a format change, to the terminal, and 
consequently none of the message types represents a request to the link server as to how this link 
server is to control the exchange of messages between the network server and the terminaL 
Rather, in Schwartz, the link server is clearly, independent of an input from a network server, 
preprogrammed in such a way that it is able to distinguish different received message types and 
process them further according to the message type recognized, and for the further processing or 
the conversion of received ML files it only having to observe an input on the part of the terminaL 

In this regard, in the first paragraph of the Advisory Action, the Examiner does not 
assert that the message exchange between the network server and the terminal in Schwartz is 
controlled as a fimction of a request from the network server; instead, the Examiner refers to the 
distinction of the account manager at program point 912, made in the link server, as to whether 
the message received by the link server comes from the network server or from the terminaL 
However, this has nothing to do with a request for control of the message exchange . With regard 
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to such a request, the Examiner states in the Advisory Action that Schwartz describes the request 
for control of a message by the network server ("Schwartz disclos[es] requesting for the control of 
the message from the network server"). There is indeed such a request for control of the message 
received by the network server at the cited section, namely, as was described above, in col. 19, 
lines 9 to 13, according to which, depending on the information concerning the properties of the 
mobile terminal, the conversion of the processed ML files into SDD files takes place. Thus, in 
this instance, the request originates with the terminal, as was described before, and not with the 
network server . The Examiner may be misinterpreting the notification or ML file message that is 
to be transmitted from the network server to the terminal via the link server with a request made 
(according to current Claims 39 and 42) for such a transmission fi-om the network server. In any 
case, it is clear that the messages from the network server received in the link server of Schwartz 
have nothing to do with a request for control of the transmission of messages between the network 
server and the terminal via the link server. 

Therefore, for at least these reasons, claims 39 and 42 are allowable over Schwartz . 
Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the anticipation rejectionsof claims 39 and 42 should 
be reversed. 

B. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 30 AND 31 

Claims 30 and 31 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over 
Schwartz in view of Kingdon . 

Claim 30 relates to a method for transmitting messages between at least two main 
stations and a terminal via a telecommunications network, the method including providing a 
matching device between the at least two main stations and the terminal, and controlling a 
message exchange using the matching device. The message exchange being controlled in 
de pendence upon at least one request from one of the at least two main stations . 

Similarly, claim 31 relates to a matching device for transmitting messages between 
at least two main stations and a terminal via a telecommunications network, the matching device 
including at least one interface to at least one of the at least two main stations, an interface to the 
terminal, a storage device configured to store at least one request from at least one of the at least 
two main stations for controlling a message exchange between the at least two main stations and 
the terminal, and a control unit configured to control the message exchange as a function of the at 
least one request. 

Schwartz, by contrast, as explained above, refers to a mobile unit that is connected 
to a link server via a radio communication network, and to service providers that are connected to 
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the link server via a fixed network developed as Internet. Here, the link server has the task of 
carrying out a format transformation of the signals received by the Internet (e.g., HTML) into 
signals which are able to be transmitted via the radio communications network to the mobile 
station and displayed there (e.g., screen description data (SDD)). In the format transformation, 
the link server must observe requests of the mobile unit with respect to type and size of the 
display device of the mobile xmit. Hence, the request is transmitted by the mobile unit to the link 
server. (See col. II, lines 18 to 33). 

According to the subject matter of claims 30 and 3 1, by contrast, the message 
exchange is controlled by the matching device as a function of at least one request of the at least 
two main stations, which means that, according to the subject matter of claims 30 and 31, the 
request for the control of the messase exchanse of the matching device is made on the part of 
the two main stations^ and not on the part of the terminaL as disclosed by Schwartz . Indeed, 
Schwartz does not disclose or suggest that the format transformation therein, for instance, HTML 
into SDD, is also implemented as a function of the request of a service provider or a network 
server, and thus, a main station. Thus, Schwartz fails to disclose or suggest the features of claims 
30 and 31 with respect to a matching device having a control imit that controls the message 
exchange between at least two main stations and a terminal as a function of at least one request 
from at least one of the at least two main stations. 

Likewise, Kingdon also does not disclose or suggest these features of claims 30 
and 31 because in Kingdon, too, it is only the mobile subscriber who selects the format for the 
requested location information. In particular, Kingdon in no way suggests that, for the message 
exchange between a main station and a terminal via a matching device, the control of the message 
exchange by the matching takes place as a function of a request that is made by the main station^ 
such as, for instance, by Mobile Positioning Center 270. Indeed, according to Kingdon . only the 
mobile subscriber makes a request for the format of the location information that is to be sent to 
him. (See col. 4, lines 47 to 53). 

The Final Office Action asserts on page 2 that Applicants' arguments filed 3/20/06 
with respect to claims 30 and 3 1 were not persuasive. However, from the statements made on 
page 2 of the Final Office Action, it appears that the amendments to claims 30 and 31 were not 
recognized by the Examiner, and thus the remarks of the Final Office Action are not based on the 
current version of claims 30 and 31 . In particular, claims 30 and 31 were amended to exclude the 
feature that the at least one request originates fi"om the terminal, and so instead at present, claims 
30 and 31 provide that the at least one request is fi"om at least one of the at least two main 
stations . However, page 2 of the Final Office Action asserts that Schwartz discloses a message 
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transfer, which is controlled as a function of the at least one request of the terminal , (See, for 
example. Final Office Action page 2, which states that "Schwartz discloses messages between the 
main stations and the terminal as a function of at least on [sic] request of the terminal :" (emphasis 
added)). Therefore, in view of the presently claimed subject matter of claims 30 and 31, the 
statements on page 2 of the Final Office Action do not apply. 

Moreover, with respect to a request for control of a message exchange between at 
least two main stations and one terminal via a matching device according to a request of at least 
one of the at least two main stations, as was described above, such a request of a main station in 
the form of a network server cannot be inferred from Schwartz . This also applies to Kingdon . 
vv^hich is being cited by the Examiner only for the feature of the at least two main stations . The 
discussion in col. 4, lines 38 to 45 of Kingdon only describes a request of the mobile subscriber 
for the selection of the format of location information sent back (col. 4, lines 47 to 48), but no 
request on the part of the main office (in the case of Kingdon , of the mobile positioning center 
MPC). In this regard, the "nodes" of the hitemet discussed in coL 4, line 44 of Kingdon are not 
comparable to the main stations of claims 30 and 31. The "nodes" of the Internet merely suggest 
switching exchanges within the transmission medium of the Internet, which hardly suggests 
multiple main stations, and Kingdon clearly teaches only one mobile positioning center MPC 
which may be a main station. Even if "nodes on the Internet" according to col. 4, line 43 of 
Kingdon could somehow be regarded as end points of a communications connection, this still 
does not teach that main stations according to current claims 30 and 31 are involved, since many 
other types of devices, e.g., terminals, could be involved. As the only main station in Kingdon. 
the mobile positioning center MPC is described, and thus only a single main station is disclosed in 
Kingdon . 

Consequently, the claimed feature of a request by at least one of the at least two 
main stations for the control of the message exchange can not be suggested by a combination of 
the Schwartz and Kingdon. Accordingly, for the foregoing reasons, Schwartz and Kingdon , either 
individually or in combination, fail to disclose or suggest all of the features recited in claims 30 
and 31. Accordingly, for at least these reasons, the rejections of claims 30 and 31 as unpatentable 
should be reversed. 

C. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 37. 38. 40 AND 41 

Claims 37, 38, 40 and 41 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schwartz in view of Kingdon . 
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Claim 37 relates to a method for transmitting messages between different main 
stations and at least one terminal via a telecommunications network, the different main stations 
offering different services, the method including controlling an exchange of messages by a 
matching device between the different main stations and the temiinal as a function of at least one 
request of the temiinal, and matching by the Min. devlr. /» .... Mrectinn nftm..^^..... 
from the different main stations to the tern,i.r.l d ifferent servi... tp g unifnrn. 
according to the at least one request of the terminal. 

Similarly, claim 40 relates to a telecommunications network, which includes a 
plurality of different main stations to offer different services, a terminal, and a matching device 
arranged between the different main stations and the terminal to control an exchange of messages 
between the main stations and the terminal as a function of at least one request of the terminal, the 
matching device in a direction of transmission fmn. .u. . jff^rent n.ni. .f^H.^s to the tern.i«„, 
matches the different services to a uniform ,rn,rr according to the at least one request of the 
terminal. 

Thus, according to the subject matter of claims 37 and 40, a message exchange 
between different main stations and at least one terminal via a telecommunication network is 
involved. In this context, the message exchange is controlled by a matching device, and indeed as 
a function of at least one request of the tenninal. Here, the different main stations provide 
different services, and because of the matching device, in the direction of the transmission from 
vanous main stations to the terminal, the different ser^.. , are mateh.H integrated s.r..>. 
according to the at least one request of the temiinal. 

According to Schwartz , different main stations, in the form of service providers of 
the Internet, offer different information services, such as finance information or personal 
information. (See col. 16, lines 46 to 50; col. 14, lines 50 to 55). In this regard, however, a 
matching to an integrated service for transmission to the terminal would mean, for example that 
both the finance infomiation of the one service provider and the personal infonnation of the other 
service provider are transmitted in the fonn of personal infonnation to the tenninal when the 
terminal has made the request that is wishes to receive only personal infonnation as a service. 
The present application describes, for example, services such as the Multimedia Messaging 
service (MMS), the Short Message Service (SMS), e-mail services, fax services, voice mail 
services or the like. In this context, the tenninal may, for example, request that the services 
transmitted to the tenninal should be transmitted in the fonn of the SMS message. (See. e.g. 
pages 9 to 1 0 of the Specification). However, such a service matching is not disclosed or 
suggested by Schwartz; instead. Schwartz discloses a nure orotocnl nf format conversing (See. 
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6.g., col. 7. lines 52 to 55, col. 8. lines 55 to 58. and col. 9, lines 29 to 39). Likewise, Kingdon 
describes a pure format conversion of the location data into a format requested by the mobile 
subscriber. (See col. 5, lines 39 to 45). Accordingly, Schwartz and Kingdon. either individually 
or combined, do not disclose or suggest the features of claims 37 and 40 with respect to various 
services that are matched to an integrated service according to at least one request of the terminal 
by the matching device in the direction of transmission from the main station to the terminal. 
Therefore, for at least these reasons, the combination of Schwartz and Kingdon does not render 
claims 37 and 40 impatentable. 

Claim 38 relates to a method for transmitting messages between different main 
stations and at least one terminal via a telecommunications network, the different main stations 
offering different services, the method including controlling an exchange of messages by a 
matching device between the different main stations and the tenninal as a function of at least one 
request of the temiinal, and matching by the matching d^ir. f He direction nffr.„.«.u..'^^ 
from the different main stations to the termina l t h e diffe rent service, tn n ..niform iran.n.i..in„ 
tnode according to the at least one request of the terminal. 

Claim 41 relates to a telecommunications network, which includes a plurality of 
different main stations to offer different services, a terminal, and a matching device arranged 
between the different main stations and the terminal to control an exchange of messages between 
the different main stations and the terminal as a function of at least one request of the terminal, 
the matching device in the direction oftransn.i..in« frp^ the diff.r.«f ^gjn stations tn tU. 
terminal matches the different services to a unifnrn. t ra nsmission n,nH. according to the at least 
one request of the tenninal. 

It is respectfully submitted that Schwartz and Kingdon . either individually or 
combined, do not disclose or suggest the features of claims 38 and 41 with respect to different 
services that are matched to an integrated transmission mode according to the at least one request 
of the terminal by the matching device in the direction of transmission from the main station to 
the terminal. In this context, page 10 of the Final Office Action refers to a control of the message 
exchange via a fonnat conversion by the matching device, which, however, is not at all the subject 
matter of current claims 38 and 41. Rather, claims 38 and 41 refer to the matching of different 

'° integrated transmission mode according to the at least one request of the terminal. 
In this regard, it is respectfully submitted that such a transmission "mode" should not 
confused >.ith "format." In particular, the transmission mode is not the data format, but rather 
the organization of the transmission itself, which, for example, may be in the form of a push mode 
or pull mode. Thus, depending on the transmission mode, a message from the mail server is 
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transmitted either on the initiative of the terminal or on the initiative of the mail server. By 
contrast, Kingdon, in particular, refers only to a format conversion in response to a message 
exchange between the mobile positioning center and the terminal, and not to the matching of 
different services to an integrated transmission mode, as required by claims 38 and 41. Hence, 
Schwartz and Kingdon, either individually or combined, do not disclose or suggest the features of 
claims 38 and 41 with respect to different services that are matched to an integrated transmission 
mode according to at least one request of the terminal by the matching device in the direction of 
transmission from the main station to the terminal. 

The Final Office Action asserts on page 2 that Applicants' arguments filed 3/20/06 
with respect to claims 37, 38, 40 and 41 were not persuasive. However, page 2 of the Final Office 
Action provides no fiirther explanation as to why the Examiner believes that the asserted prior art 
reference(s) disclose the features of claims 37, 38, 39 and 40 with respect different services that 
are matched to an integrated transmission mode or service. Indeed, page 2 of the Final Office 
Action is silent with respect to these claimed features. Moreover, the remarks on pages 7 to 8 of 
the Final Office merely cite to certain portions of the Schwartz reference without fiirther 
explanation or discussion as to exactly what aspects of the Schwartz reference disclose the 
features in question. 

Accordingly, for at least these reasons, claims 37, 38, 40 and 41 are patentable 
over Schwartz in view Kingdon. and therefore reversal of the rejection of these claims is 
respectfiiUy requested. 

VIII. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, it is respectfiiUy submitted that the final rejections of 
claims 30, 31, and 37-42 should be reversed. 

Claims Appendix, Evidence Appendix and Related Proceedings Appendix are 
attached on the following pages. 

RespectfiiUy submitted, 

KENYON & KENYOl^ LLP ^ . 




Dated: February 2/, 2007 By: ^To/U/^ L€€ &ef^ J AfeJir/^ <i 

Gerard A. Messina 
Reg. No. 35,952 
(212)425-7200 
CUSTOMER NO. 26646 
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APPENDIX TO APPELLANTS' APPEAL BRIEF 



I. CLAIMS APPENDIX : 

The claims involved in this appeal, claims 30, 31 and 37-42, in their current form 
after entry of all amendments presented during the course of prosecution, are set forth below: 

30. A method for transmitting messages between at least two main stations and a terminal via a 
telecommunications network, comprising: 

providing a matching device between the at least two main stations and the 

terminal; and 

controlling a message exchange using the matching device, the message exchange 
being controlled in dependence upon at least one request from one of the at least two main 
stations. 

31 . A matching device for transmitting messages between at least two main stations and a 
terminal via a telecommunications network, comprising: 

at least one interface to at least one of the at least two main stations; 
an interface to the terminal; 

a storage device configured to store at least one request from at least one of the at 
least two main stations for controlling a message exchange between the at least two main stations 
and the terminal; and 

a control unit configured to control the message exchange as a function of the at 
least one request. 

37. A method for transmitting messages between different main stations and at least one terminal 
via a telecommunications network, the different main stations offering different services, the 
method comprising: 

controlling an exchange of messages by a matching device between the different main 
stations and the terminal as a function of at least one request of the terminal; and 

matching by the matching device in the direction of transmission from the different main 
stations to the terminal the different services to a uniform service according to the at least one 
request of the terminal. 

38. A method for transmitting messages between different main stations and at least one temiinal 
via a telecommunications network, the different main stations offering different services, the 
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method comprising: 

controlling an exchange of messages by a matching device between the different main 
stations and the terminal as a function of at least one request of the terminal; and 

matching by the matching device in the direction of transmission from the different main 
stations to the terminal the different services to a uniform transmission mode according to the at 
least one request of the terminal. 

39. A method for transmitting messages between at least one main station and at least one 
terminal via a teleconraiunications network, the method comprising: 

controlling an exchange of messages by a matching device between the at least one main 
station and the terminal as a function of at least one request of the at least one main station; and 

matching by the matching device at least one property for the transmission of the message 
to the at least one request of the at least one main station, wherein the at least one property for the 
transmission of the message includes at least one of a data type, a data format, and a transmission 
mode. 

40. A telecommunications network, comprising: 

a plurality of different main stations to offer different services; 
a terminal; and 

a matching device arranged between the different main stations and the terminal to control 
an exchange of messages between the main stations and the terminal as a function of at least one 
request of the terminal, the matching device in a direction of transmission from the different main 
stations to the terminal matches the different services to a uniform service according to the at least 
one request of the terminal. 

41. A telecommunications network, comprising: 

a plurality of different main stations to offer different services; 
a terminal; and 

a matching device arranged between the different main stations and the terminal to control 
an exchange of messages between the different main stations and the terminal as a function of at 
legist one request of the terminal, the matching device in the direction of transmission from the 
different main stations to the terminal matches the different services to a uniform transmission 
mode according to the at least one request of the terminal. 
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42. A telecommunications network, comprising: 
at least one main station; 
a temiinal; and 

a matching device arranged between the at least one main station and the terminal to 
control an exchange of messages between the at least one main station and the terminal as a 
function of at least one request of the at least one main station, the matching device matches at 
least one property for a transmission of the message to the at least one request of the at least one 
main station, wherein the at least one property for the transmission of the message includes at 
least one of a data type, a data format, and a transmission mode. 

II. EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

In the present application, there has been no evidence submitted pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §§ 
L 1 30, 1,131 or 1 . 1 32, or other evidence entered by the Examiner and relied upon by Appellants 
in the present appeal. 

III. RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

No appeal or interference which will directly affect, or be directly affected by , or have a 
bearing on, the Board's decision in the pending appeal is known to exist. 
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